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on a Té Eww&:m <w:mQ of coca anc
assumed base lab processing efficiencie
similar \8 those in Peru and Bolivia

New data disputes this historical
information base
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Area under cultivation

--CNC'’s imagery-based _
sample survey provides -ONDCP-fundéd, i
statistically valid results “Operation Breakt

information (i.e. in Si

and laboratory ,

measurements; sophisticat

laboratory analysis; and %
farmer surveys) i




Colombia: Coca Cultivation, 1998
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- mi Nm, Em coca varieties
deaf vields not uniform
,_,_§§m variances in Nma\ cocaine &»&Qi 85@:

Colombia political/bureaucratic hurdles
SeCUrity concerns

As a result, the best &E&:N@ data is
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N:Q Q&QSQQ G@.m@ Yields:

....asanuch as 250 metric tons based on highe
§m ling coca alone; ....could increase by an evel
greater amount if it’s confirmed base la

%i@ efficiencies are higher than current
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Colombia Coca - Operation
Yields: An Breakthrough
Update*

oca bush is fully
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--mieasurenents of in situ base lab processing efficiencies
will not be complete until spring 20




